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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed on June 1 7, 2005. Claims 1 -35 
were originally received for consideration. Per the received amendment, claims 1-14, 
16-30 are amended, and claims 31-35 are cancelled. Claims 1-30 are currently being 
considered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed on June 17, 2005 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive for the following reasons: 

Regarding amended independent claim 1, the applicant argues that the CPA, 
Croy (U.S. Patent Publication No. 2001/0037361), does not disclose "at least three 
hierarchically organized views" with "each view utilizing an execution sequence of 
validation methods." These arguments are not found persuasive. The CPA discloses 
that "there can be seen five separate file tabs which correspond to different types which 
correspond to different types of views the operator can have" (page 4, column 1 , 
paragraph 45). These tabs include an XML, a Field tab, and an HTML tab, and it shows 
an operator which fields will need to have values defined in order to execute their 
desired action (page 4, column 2, paragraph 45). Each of these views, has a list of 
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validation types that it must satisfy, including "Alpha, Numeric, email, True-False, Static, 
ETC (unchecked), Date, Month, Weekday, and Zip Code types" (page 5, column 1 , 
paragraph 50). Therefore, on the basis of the above disclosure, it is believed that the 
CPA does teach "at least three hierarchically organized views" with "each view utilizing 
an execution sequence of validation methods." Regarding amended dependent claims 
3,5, and 6, the applicant argues the CPA does not teach, "data to be validated is sorted 
according to a highest priority view" and "if the data to be validated does not contain an 
entry matching the highest priority view, then the data is sorted according to a second- 
highest priority view" and "if the data to be validated does not contain an entry matching 
the second-highest priority view, then the data is sorted according to generic validation 
functions." Prior to amendment of the claims, claims 3,5, and 6 were concerned with 
"calling a plurality of Java servlet methods." Due to this change in scope, a new 
motivation for obviousness is formulated pertaining to these claims as given below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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3. Claim 1,2,9,11,12,13,15,19,22,23, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Croy (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. US 
2001/0037361A1). 

Regarding claim 1 , Croy discloses: 

A client-server computer system for use with web-based applications comprising: 

"a computer system running one or more web browsers capable of 
processing web forms" (page 3: paragraphs 35-37); 

"a web server capable of processing Java code and web-based forms" 
(page 2: paragraph 31 , pages 3-4: paragraphs 40-44); 

"a storage mechanism coupled to said computer system, wherein said web 
server is used for validating data with information compiled from said storage 
mechanism" (pages 3-4: paragraphs 40-44); and 

"validation rules stored in said storage mechanism, the validation rules 
comprising at least three hierarchically organized views with each view utilizing 
an execution sequence of validation methods" (pages 3-4: paragraphs 40-45). 

Claim 2 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1 . Furthermore, Croy discloses: 
A client-server computer system according to claim 1 , wherein "said validation 
rules are organized as a table-based system" (page 4: column 44,48). 



Claim 9 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 7. Furthermore, Croy discloses: 
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A client-server computer system according to claim 7, wherein "said validation 
rules are represented in the form of Lightweight Directory Access Protocol' (page 
4: paragraph 44). 

Claim 1 1 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 3. Furthermore, Croy discloses: 

A client-server computer system according to claim 3, wherein "said storage 
schema is represented by Lightweight Directory Access Protocol and includes 
three hierarchically organized views" (page 4: paragraphs 44, 48). 

Regarding claim 12, Croy discloses: 

A web server system comprising: 

"at least one web application" (page 3: paragraphs 35-37) ; 

"means for performing validation service on data submitted by said at least 
one web application" (pages 3-4: paragraphs 40-44); 

"means for processing web forms" (page 3: paragraphs 35-37); 

"means for storing and retrieving a plurality of validation rules for 
performing said validation service, the validation rules comprising at least three 
hierarchically organized views, with each view utilizing an execution sequence of 
validation methods" (pages 3-4: paragraphs 40-45); and 

"means for compiling validation rules into said at least one web application 
in order to perform said validation service" (pages 3-4: paragraphs 40-44). 
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Claim 13 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 12. Furthermore, Croy 
discloses: 

A web server system according to claim 12, wherein "the validation rules are 
organized as a table-based system" (page 4: column 44,48). 

Claim 15 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 12. Furthermore, Croy 
discloses: 

A web server system according to claim 12, wherein "said validation rules are 
stored in a schema in the form of Lightweight Directory Access Protocol' (page 4: 
paragraph 44). 

Claim 19 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 15. Furthermore, Croy 
discloses: 

A web server system according to claim 15, wherein "said storage schema 
represented by Lightweight Directory Access Protocol represents validation 
functions stored as hierarchically-organized views that are dynamically 
updateable by an external administrator" (page 2: paragraph 32, page 4: paragraphs 
44, 48). 



Regarding claim 22, Croy discloses: 
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A computer-readable medium with instructions executable by a processor for 
providing a validation application service for web-based applications, the medium 
comprising instructions to: 

"couple a service request from a data device to a web server, the request 
including data to be validated' (page 4: paragraphs 40-44); 

"generate a service session instruction, the service session instruction 
based at least in part on the service request' (pages 3-4: paragraphs 40-44); 

"send the service session instruction to one or more web servers, the 
service session instruction corresponding to one or more data validation 
requests from said customer data device" (pages 3-4: paragraphs 40-44); 

"compile at least one page based on stored validation rules in a database, 
the validation rules comprising at least three hierarchically organized views with 
each view utilizing an execution sequence of validation methods" (page 3: 
paragraphs 40-41 , page 4: paragraph 45-46); and 

"send a validation service response to the data device, wherein the 
validation service response is based on the service request' (pages 3-4: 
paragraphs 40-44). 

Regarding claim 23. Croy discloses: 

A method of providing validation data service with a web-based computer system 
comprising the steps of: 
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"calling at least one Java server page from a web application" (page 3: 
paragraphs 40-41 , page 4: paragraph 46); 

"compiling said at least one Java server page at a web server" (page 3: 
paragraphs 40-41 , page 4: paragraph 46); 

"retrieving validation rules from a centralized storage mass coupled to said 
web server, the validation rules comprising at least three hierarchically organized 
views, with each view utilizing an execution sequence of validation methods" 
(pages 3-4: paragraphs 40-45); 

"validating data from said web application in accordance with said 
validation rules" (pages 3-4: paragraphs 40-44). 

Claim 24 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 23. Furthermore, Croy 
discloses: 

A method according to claim 23, further wherein "the validation rules are 
organized as a table-based system" (page 4: column 44,48). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 3-8,10,14,16-18,20,21 , and 25-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Croy (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. US 
2001/0037361A1). 

Claims 3,5,6 and 10, are rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1. Croy does not 
explicitly disclose a method for prioritizing the validation functions based on a highest, 
second highest, and a generic validation function as disclosed in claims 3,5,6 and 10. 
However, it is believed the limitations of claims 3,5,6 and 1 0 are obvious in light of the 
disclosure of Croy. Croy discloses that there are different validation types of alpha, 
numeric, email, True-false, static, date, month, weekday, and zip code (page 5, column 

1 , paragraph 50). It is well-known in that art that each validation rule is not executed 
simultaneously with another validation rule, but based on the order (prioritized) on which 
they appear in the validation rules database (Figure 2, item 202). In the disclosure of 
Croy, it is noted that different forms will have different required values (page 4, column 

2, paragraph 45), so it is obvious that in many cases, most of the validation rules (alpha, 
numeric, zip code, etc.) will not be present in the web form, which is being validated. 
Therefore, based on the order in which the rules appear in the database (priority) the 
form is validated from highest, to second highest, to third-highest, and so on. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to use a tiered approach to using each validation 
function because it is well-known in the art that functions are not executed 
simultaneously but in a pecking order defined by a rules database or access list. 
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Claim 4 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 3. Furthermore, Croy discloses: 

A client-server computer system according to claim 3, wherein "the highest 
priority view contains data describing a name of the highest priority view and an 
application name, the application name differentiating field names from those in 
other application" (Figure 8, item 801), wherein there are a number of different views 
(HTML, XML, Field), and each view has its own field values which are subject to 
validation functions. Based on the reasoning given above, it would have been obvious 
to have the application name as the first step in validation (highest priority) as it the 
highest level form of identification on the form. 

Claim 7 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 5. Furthermore, Croy discloses: 

A client-server computer system according to claim 5, wherein "the validation 
rules check for a name of the second-highest priority view that matches a name 
of the highest priority vieW (Figure 8, 801), wherein by the reasoning above in 
rejecting claim 5, the second highest priority validation rules follows the highest 
validation rule, which are both contained in the same view (HTML, XML, Field), wherein 
the different fields, require different values in each field depending on the type of form, 
and which the application name would be the same for the different validation functions 
since the validation functions are being performed on the same form. 

Claim 8 is rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 5. Furthermore, Croy discloses: 
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A client-server computer system according to claim 5, wherein "the second- 
highest priority view contains data describing a generic string that is used to 
match a name of the highest priority view to a defined character" (Figure 8, page 5, 
column 1 , paragraph 50), wherein each field has to have a particular value in each 
required field as defined by the validation rules. 

5. Claims 16-18, and 20-21 are dependent claims concerning a web server system 
analogous to the client-server computer system claims 3-8, and 10 rejected above, and 
therefore, are rejected following the same reasoning. 

6. Claims 25-30 are method claims analogous to the system claims 3-8, and 10 
rejected above, and therefore, are rejected following the same reasoning. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kaveh Abrishamkar whose telephone number is 703- 
305-8892. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 703-305-9648. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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